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1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. In claim 1 , lines 9-11, "the length taken up by the first 
and second packages along the extension is about the depth of the first package" does 
not appear to be accurate or exactly reflect what the apparatus actually comprises, as 
the "length taken up by the first and second packages along the extension" is only the 
thickness of two backings. 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Bittner 
(Figure 4) (3,307,693). Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Damuth (3,861,528). Claims 1 and 3-4 are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Sawyer (4,042,095) Claims 1-4 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Torongo (4,058,220). Each discloses 
an apparatus comprising a base (9; 30; 13; 11; respectively), an extension (8; 32; 12; 
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12) attached to the base, a first package having an enclosure (11; 20, 22; 22; blister 
packaging) attached to a backing (10; 10; 21; 14), and a second similar package, and 
wherein the packages can be placed on the extension (as in Figure 4; as in Figure 4 
and as described at column 3, line 61 through column 4, line 12; as in Figure 2; as in 
Figure 1), so that their enclosures are adjacent and the length taken up by the packages 
together is about the depth of the first package. 

As to claim 2, Bittner, Damuth and Torongo each disclose the length along the 
extension approximately equal to the depth of the first package and the depth of the 
backing of the second package. 

As to claim 3, each discloses the packages disposed on the extensions so that 
they will not freely rotate when located thereon. 

As to claim 4, Torongo discloses an elongated extension and the backing having 
an elongated opening (at 15). 

5. Claims 9-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Bittner. 
Claims 9-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Damuth. 
Claims 9 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Sawyer. 
Claims 9-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Torongo. The 
structure of Bittner, Damuth, Sawyer and Torongo has been explained above. To 
merely form the structure defined by any of these prior art references is also disclosed 
by those references. 
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6. Claims 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Damuth 
(3,861 ,528). Disclosed is a method comprising forming a package having an enclosure 
(20, 22) attached to a backing (10), the package having a top and a bottom, forming a 
first slot (12) in the top, forming a second slot (14) in the bottom, and creating a hook 
(32). 

As to claims 7 and 8, Figure 4 discloses hanging the hook (32) on a wall (30) and 
hanging the package on the hook. 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Torongo in view of Damuth. Torongo discloses a method comprising forming a package 
having an enclosure (blister packing) attached to a backing (14), the package having a 
top and a bottom, forming a slot (15) in the backing and creating a hook (12). Damuth 
discloses forming a first slot (12) in the top and forming a second slot (14) in the bottom 
of a package backing. To modify Torongo employing the two slot teaching of Damuth 
would have been obvious in order to allow display of the package with either end up, as 
suggested by Damuth. 
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As to claims 7 and 8, Figure 1 of Torongo and Figure 4 of Damuth disclose 
hanging the hook (12; 32) on a wall (1 1 ; 30) and hanging the package on the hook. 

9. Claims 5 and 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the art as applied to claims 1 , 9 and 1 1 above, and further in view of one of Larson 
(3,483,995), Larson (3,638,801), Hoefkes (5,026,01 1) and Hardy (5,855,282). Each of 
the newly cited references discloses an extension (40; 100; Figure 1; 24; respectively) 
that projects downwards from the base and gradually curves upwards, with both Larson 
references and Hoefkes disclosing an elongated cross section of the extension. To 
modify the extension of the structure of any one of Bittner, Damuth, Sawyer and 
Torongo employing the extension arrangement of any one of Larson, Larson, Hoefkes 
and Hardy would have been obvious in order to derive the disclosed extension 
advantages of any one of Larson, Larson, Hoefkes and Hardy for the packages and 
extension arrangement of any one of Bittner, Damuth, Sawyer and Torongo. 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The Seyer references disclose an arrangement whereby the 
package is not rotatable on the hook. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bryon P. Gehman whose telephone number is (571) 
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272-4555. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Wednesday 
from 5:30am to 6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mickey Yu, can be reached on (571 ) 272-4562. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Primary Examiner 
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